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FEBRUARY  1940  PfflPORT 

The  severely  cold  weather  of  January,  which  affected,  almo.qt  the  entire  area 
east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  and  gave  the  South  one  of  the  colr^.est  Januarys  on 
record,  caused  a  drastic  reduction  in  egg  production,  prevented  milk  production 
from  showing  more  than  half  the  usual  Janufi.ry  increase,  killed  tender  vegetables 
and  damaged  hardy  vegetables  to  southern  .Florida  a.nd  to  the  Rio  Grande,     Damage  to  ' 
the  orange  and  grapefruit  crops  w.-^.s  severe  in  both  Florida  and  Texas,  vdth  tenta- 
tive estimates  of  losses  totaling  nearly  15,000,000  boxes,     V/hile  the  trees  have 
suffered  some  dama.ge,   the  number  lost  is  believed  to  be  small. 

In  the  v-estern  States  most  of  the  ranges  east  of  the  Continental  Divide  were 
snow  covered  during  January  with  storms  and  cold  we.ather  unfavorable  for  livestock. 
Heavy  feeding  has  been  necessary,  but  no  unusual  losses  of  livestock  have  been  re- 
ported,    West  of  the  Divide  mild  v/eather  and  moisture  improved  early  ranges  and 
pastures  and  prospects  for  later  ranges. 

CITRUS  FRUITS;    As  the  result  of  severe  freeze  damage  in  Florida  and  Texas  during 
late  January,  it  nov;  appears  that  the  totaj.  United  Stf^tes  orange  crop  for  the 
1939-40  season  (for  marketing  from  the  fall  of  19?9  to  the  fall  of  1940)  will  be 
10  percent  less  than  the  estimate  of  January  1.    Although  the  dainage  cannot  be 
determined  definitely  at  this  early  date,  tentative  estimates  indicate  that  the 
country's  orange  production  probably  will  totad  70,696,000  boxes  in  1939-40  com- 
pared with  78,863^,000  boxes  in  1938-39  and  74,785,000  boxes  in  1937-38. 

"^^^  grapefruit  crop  is  now  indics.ted  to  be  16  percent  less  than  the  esti- 
mate of  January  1  and  is  placed  at  30,800,000  boxes  compared  with  43,714,000  boxes 
in  1938-39  and  31,093,000  boxes  in  1937-38. 

Florida  and  Texas;     Sub-freezing  temperatures  in  Florida  and  Texas  during 
the  latter  part  of  January  caused  extensive  damage  to  citrus  fruits  in  those  States. 
Losses  of  fruit  from  freeze  damage  are  not  definitely  knovm  a.t  this  time  because 
it  usually  rec^uires  several  weeks  following  a.  freeze  for  the  full  effects  of 
damage  to  show  up.     Present  estimates  of  losses  are,   therefore,  of  a  very  prelimin- 
ary nature  and  will  be ■  ca.refully  recheckr-;d  as  soon  as  the  effects  of  the  freeze 
become  more  definitely  knovm. 

Based  on  preliminary  indications,  it  appears  that  the  total  loss  of  citrus 
fruits  in  Florida  a„nd  Texas  was  about  14,700,000  boxes.     Of  this  quantity  about 
7,900,000  boxes  were  oranges,  6,200,000  boxes  were  grapefruit,  and  600,000  boxes 
were  tangerines v     Damage  was  most  severe  in  Florida  where  present  indications  point 
to  approxinate  losses  of  7,600,000  boxes  of  oranges,  3,400,000  boxes  of  grapefruit, 
and  600,000  boxes  of  tangerines.     In  Texas  it  appears  that  about  2,800,000  boxes  of 
grapefruit  and  280,000  boxes  of  oranges  were  lost. 

In  Florida  it  is  estimated  that  about  three-fourths  of  the  early  and  mid- 
4      season  oranges  and  tangerines,  slightly  more  than  two-fifths  of  the  gra^pefruit,  and 
very  few  Valencia  ora^nges  had  been  harvested  prior  to  the  date  on  which  the  embargo 
went  into  effect.     Most  of  the  remaining  tangerines  and  about  tv/o-thirds  of  the 
early  and  midseason  oranges  appear  to  have  been  lost  because  of  freeze  damage. 
Damage  to  grapefruit  and  Valencia  oranges  was  less  severe,  but  due  to  the  greater 
proportions  of  those  crops  remaining  for  harvest,  losses  were  large. 

In  Texas  about  one-lialf  of  the  orange  crop  and  about  a  third  of  the  grape- 
fruit crop  had  been  harvested  before  the  freeze.     Damage  to  grapefruit  in  that 
State  appears  to  have  been  relatively  more  severe  than  in  the  case  of  oranges. 
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California ;     The  month  of  Janmry  wa.s  favorahle  for  development  of  citrus 
fruits  in  Ca..lif ornia.     The  period  of  dry  weather  which  prevailed  during  the  fall 
^nd.  early  v/inter  was  "broken  "by  rainfall  durin^r  the  month  in  nearly  all  important 
citrus  areas.     Uight  tempr-rp tur es  approached  the  danger  point  on  several  occasions 
in  some  loca.lities,  anci  some  £:rowers  considered  it  desiral^le  to  "fire"  orchard 
hea^ters,  "but  no  freeze  damage  has  "been  re-oorted  to  date. 

Total  production  of  California  oranges  for  the  1939-40  season  is  nov;  placed 
at  39,740,000  hoxes,   compared  with  41,152,000  in  1938-39,  and  45,914,000  loxes  in 
1937-38.     Production  of  IN'avel  and  miscellaneous  varieties  is  indicated  to  "be 
16,060,000  boxes  compp^red  v/ith  17,907,000  l-oxes  last  season.     Navels  continued  to 
size  well  during  January,     The  Central  California  crop  is  m.ostly  harvested.  Sizes 
in  this  a.rea  v/ere  la.rger  than  us^ial ,  and  fruit  from  some  groves  v/as  preponderantly 
of  sizes  Irarger  than  are  usually  desired  for  "best  returns.     In  southern  California, 
approximately  one-eighth  of  the  Imvel  crop  has  moved  to  date.     The  1939-40  Calif- 
ornia Valencia  crop  is  placed  at  23,630,000  hoxes,  compared  with  23,245,000  boxes 
produced  last  season, 

California  grapefruit  ^jroduction  for  the  current  marketing  sea.son  is  esti- 
mated to  "be  1,800,000  "boxes  com.pared  with  1,744,000  in  1938-39,  and  1,943,000  boxes 
in  1937-38.     January  brought  frost  to  the  Im-oc-rial  Valley,  v/here  about  two-fifths 
of  California's  grapefruit  acreage  is  located.     However,  no  freeze  damage  to  this 
crop  has  been  rerjorted. 

California  lemon  oroduction  is  now  indicated  to  be  somewhat  larger  than 
previously  estimated  and  is  placed  at  11,100,000  boxes,   comr)Mred  with  11,322,000 
in  1938-39  and  9,360,000  boxes  in  1937-38. 

Ari zona ;     The  Ar»izona  gra-pef ruit  ctotd  is  la.rger  than  "or'^viously  indicated 
and  is  now  placed  at  2,900,000  boxes  compared  with  2,700,000  last  season,  and 
2,750,000  boxes  in  1937-38.    'Garlot  shipments  throu£-h  February  3  totaled  446  cars. 
This  movement  is  approximately  12  percent  greater  than  movement  to  the  same  date 
last  year.     Production  of  oranges  is  indica.ted  to  be  460,000  boxes,   comDared  with 
430,000  for  the  1938-39  season,  ^nd  350,000  boxes  in  1937-38. 

Other  States ;    Production  of  oranges  in  Louisiana  for  the  current  marketing 
sea.son  is  nov./  placed  a.t  212,000  boxes.     This  indicated  ;nroduction  is  about  18 
percent  below  the  estimate  of  a  month  ago  due  to  freeze  da.mage  during  January, 
Last  year's  crop  v/as  385,000  boxes  and  the  1-937-33  production  was  238,000  boxes. 
Harvest  of  sat sumas  in  Alabama  and  Mississippi  wa.s  completed  before  the  recent 
period  of  sub-freezing  weather  occurred,  and  estimated  production  in  these  States 
therefore  remains  unchanged  from  a  month  a.go. 
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1/  Condi  tion  reported  on  ffehruary  1  refers  to  crop  from  "blooni  of  previous  calendar 
year. 

2/  Relates  to  croD  from  "bloom  of  ye^r  shown.     In  California  the  picking  season 

adopted  extends  -  from  l^ovemher  1  to  October  31.     In  other  States  the  season  begins 
about  September  1.     For  some  States,   in  certain  years,  production  includes  some 
qua,ntities  donated  to  charity  P.nd/or  eliminp-.ted  on  account  of  market  conditions. 

3/  Short- time  average. 

4/  Net  content  of  boxes  varies.     In  California  and  Arizona  the  approximate  avera.ge 
for  oranges  is  70  lb.  net  and  grapefruit  60  lb. ;  in  Florida,  and  other  States 
oranges  90  lb.  and  grapefruit  80  lb.;   Qaliiornia  lemons,  f^bout  76  lb.  net. 

5_/  Dec.  1  indicated  production. 
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ZEBRUAHY  1,  1940  EEPOHT 

MILK  PRODUCT  I  PIT;      Milk  production  v/as  adversely  affected  "by  the  ahnormally  cold 
xeather  of  January,  particularly  in  the  South,  and  the  increase  in  production 
"betv/een  Jajiurjry  1  and  Fehruary  1  v/as  under  2  percent,  or  less  than  in  any  recent 
yea.r  except  193?  when  feed  supplies  v/ere  short  "bGcause  of  drought. 

■  Milk  production  in  the  United  States  on  Pehruary  1  appears  to  have  "been 

between  1  and  2  percent  lo'A^er  than  on  the  sajne  date  last  year  "but  production  per 
unit  of  population  was  just  about  average  for  the  date. 

For  the  United  States  as  a  v;hole  the  reports  of  February  1  averaged  12,65 
po-ijuids  of  milk  per  milk  cow  compared  vjith  12,93  pounds  last  year  and  an  average  of 
12,29  pounds  during  the  previous  ten  yea.rs, 

EGG  PRODUCTION:      February  1  reports  of  low  egg  production  reflect  the  effects  of 
the  return  of  an  "old  fashioned  winter".    During  the  past  two  years  the  rate  of  egg 
production  per  hen  has  held  at  the  highest  levels  of  record,  a.t  10  percent  above  the 
10  year  (1929-36)  average.    But  following  the  storms  and  severe  cold  during  January, 
in  nearly  the  whole  a.rea  east  of  the  Rockies,  egg  production  per  hen  cajrie  tumbling 
down  from  the  highest  January  1  rate  on  record  to  the  lowest  February  1  figure  since 
1935,  and  to  o.bout  the  low  Februa.r^^  level  of  a  decade  ago.     This  ye.ar's  February  1 
figure  was  about  n  fourth  less  than  in  either  1939  or  1938. 

The  number  of  eggs  laid  per  hen  ncr-ially  increases  during  January,  so  tha.t  by 
February  1  hens  are  laying  about  -40  percent  more  eggs  than  on  January  1,    This  year 
February  1  production  per  hen  v-as  9  percent  smaller  than  on  Janua.ry  1©    The  rate  of 
production  on  January  1  wa,s  41  percent  a>,bo".*e  the  10-year  sea„sona.l  a^verage  per  hen  for 
tha.t  da.te,  while  the  Febi-^aary  rate  wa.s  8  percent  bf.low  the  10-yeri,r  a.verrtge  for 
February  1,    Layings  per  hen  on  Februa.ry  1  v.'ere  above  the  1929-38  ax'erage  for  the 
date  in  only  a  few  States,  the  most  important  being  on  the  Pacific  Coast,  v/here 
January  wa.s  abnorma.ll^'"  warm,  on  the  Atlantic  Coast  from  Maryland  northv/a.rd,  v;here 
Janua,ry  was  only  modera.tely  colder  than  usual,  and  in  Minnesota  and  adjoining  Sta.tes, 
Production  was  relatively  lov;est  in  the  South  Atlantic  and  South  Central  States,  at 
14  percent  and  23  percent,  respectively,  belov;  the  10-year  a.vera^ge  ra„te  for 
Februa.ry  1* 

FLAXSEED:      The  acreage  of  flaxseed  planted  for  harvest  in  1940  is  increased  in 
Arizona  to  12,000  acres,  from  5,000  a„cres  planted  la.st  year;  and  in  California  to 
140,000  axres,  from  114,000  acres  la„st  year,  axcording  to  preliminary  estima.tcs 
based  on  surveys  in  those  States,  as  of  February  1,     The  surveys  secured  information 
J"rom  flaxseed  grov;ers,  flai^seed  oil  mills,  irriga„tion  projects,  and  other  interested 
organizations. 

Of  the  140,000  acres  of  flaxseed  estimated  as  planted  for  this  year  in 
California,  55,000  a-cres  are  in  the  Imperial  Ta.lley,  and  85,000  a.cres  elsewhere, 
mostly  in  the  San  Joaquin  Valley,  •  ' 

The  crop  wa.s  in  very  good  condition  on  Februa.ry  1  in  California,  and  a.dvanced 
for  the  time  of  the  yea,r,  due  to  v/arm  wea.ther  and  moisture  conditions  tha.t  ha.ve 
promoted  grov/th.    The  crop  in  Arizona  was  in  all  stages  of  growth  from  fields  in 
which. the  plants  were  in  full  bloom,  to  others  just  emerging  from  the  ground,  A 
small  acreage  v/as  reported  yet  to  be  planted  after  February  1, 

(More  detailed  re-oort  on  milk  and  egg  production  will  be  released  on  February  15, 
1940.) 
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WEST  J,  

U.S,  

1/    As  indicated  "by  dividing  the  milk  and  egg  production  reported  "by  about  20,000  crop  cor— 
respondents  "by  the  number  of  milk  cov/s  and  hens  (including  pullets  of  laying  age)  on 
their  farms.    Hards  of  more  than  50  cows  and  flocks  of  more  than  400  hens  are  excluded. 
Regional  and  national  averages  for  milk  production  are  computed  from  totals  which  include 
reports  from  States  of  lesser  importance^ not  shovm  separately.    The  herds  and  flocks  reported 
are  laxger  and  better  cared  for  than  on  average  farms,  the  differences  being  greatest  in 
the  South,    Egg  averages  for  the  c\arrent  month  are  preliminary, 
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